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lighter in weight1. It is, therefore, not surprising to be told
that at Coventry " the commons rose and threw loaves at
the mayor's head in St. Mary's Hall, because the bakers kept
not the assize, neither did the mayor punish them accord-
ing to his office "2. To all appearances, moreover, the
punishment of a victualler carried with it no stigma or
discredit. At Chester an alderman, William Ball, was fined
for the sale of beer on holy days. The next year he was
made mayor, and after his tenure of office was again fined
for having sold beer on Sunday during his mayoralty3.
Breaches of the assize were in fact the commonest of
mediaeval offences. Jurors constantly make presentments
that all the ale-wives sell beer contrary to the assize, and
that all the bakers have broken the assize of bread4.
Indeed at Chester one offender was presented continually
for no less than twelve years5.
Mediaeval distrust of the victuallers deepened when they Excluded
began to fill municipal offices, for then the assizes were still %
more apt to be honoured in the breach than in the observance. offices.
To safeguard against illegal connivance at offences on the
part of the magistrates, the Statute of York (1318) enacted
that no officer responsible for the maintenance of the assizes
should engage in the victualling trade during his term of
authority ;  and steps were taken to prevent the Act from
remaining a  dead letter6.    In 1382 the prohibition was
renewed, but on this occasion it was merely a device of
the non-victualling crafts in London to exclude their enemies
from office7.    In spite of these measures and renewed com-
plaints victuallers continued to hold civic offices8.    Eventu-
ally in 1512 the Statute of York was repealed, and the
1 De Antiquis Legibus Liber, 159 ; cf. also ibid. 122, 145.
8 M. D. Harris, " Laurence Saunders ", in The English Historical Review,
ix. 635.                                                    8 Morris, Chester, 430 (1567).
* Hudson, Leet Jurisdiction in Norwich. 3, 5, 7 . . . 50, 72, etc.
5  Morris, Chester, 414,
6  Statutes, i. 178.   A commission was appointed to inquire into offences
against the Act: Patent Rolls, 1317-1321, p. 605.
7  Statutes, ii. 28.    It was petitioned for by London (Rotuli Parliamen-
torum, iii. 141 b) where the non-victuallers were in power :  see infra, pp.
383> 524.
8  Hist, MSS. Comm, Qth Rep. part i. App. 174 (Canterbury) ;   ibid.
Various Collections, i. 10 (Berwick, where in 1505 it was forbidden).